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Abstract: Sociolinguistic awareness is emerging as a critical feature in
enhancing Al language learning systems, ensuring that these platforms recognize
and adapt to the diverse cultural and contextual nuances of language use. By
incorporating sociolinguistic variables such as regional dialects, pragmatic
norms, and social registers, Al systems are better equipped to provide learners
with authentic communicative experiences. This approach not only reinforces
linguistic competence but also promotes cultural sensitivity and interpersonal
understanding, reflecting a humanistic perspective in language education.
Ultimately, the integration of sociolinguistic awareness in Al fosters more
inclusive and empathetic learning environments, bridging technological
innovation with the holistic needs of the learner.
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AnHoramusi: COUMOJIMHIBUCTUYECKAST OCBEIOMJIEHHOCTh CTAHOBUTCS
KJIFOUEBBIM 3JIEMEHTOM B YCOBEPIIEHCTBOBAHMHM CHUCTEM HW3YYEHUS S3BIKOB C
MOMOIIBI0 UCKyccTBeHHOTro uHTesuiekTa (M), mo3Bossiss TakuM miiatgopmam
pacno3HaBaTh U aAaNTUPOBATHCS K KYJbTYPHBIM U KOHTEKCTyaJIbHBIM HIOAHCAM
A3BIKOBOr0O ynoTpeOsenus. BkitoueHre COIMOIMHIBUCTUYECKUX MMEPEMEHHBIX,
TaKMX KaK pErMOHabHBbIC JUANEKTHI, IParMaTuueCKue HOPMBI U COIMAIbHbBIC
peructpel, mno3Bojisier MU-cuctemaM mpemocTaBiATh  ydamuMmcs — Ooliee
ayTEeHTUYHbII KOMMYHUKATUBHBIA OMBIT. Takoil moaxoa HE TOJIBKO YKPEIUISET
A3BIKOBYIO KOMIIETEHLIMIO, HO M CIIOCOOCTBYET pa3BUTHIO KYJIbTYPHOU
qyBCTBUTEJIBHOCTH " MEXJIMYHOCTHOTO [IOHUMAaHUs, oTpaxas
TYMaHUCTHUECKYIO MapagurMy B S3bIKOBOM 00pa3oBaHMU. B koHeuyHOM cuére
MHTETpalus COLUOIMHTBUCTUYECKON ocBeaoMiIEHHOCTH B MM cnocoOcTByer
co3laHuio 0Ooyiee WHKIIO3MBHOW M SMIIATUYHON 00pa3oBaTeNbHON Cpebl,
COCIUHSST TEXHOJOTUYECKUE WHHOBAIMM C LEJIOCTHBIMH MOTPEOHOCTIMU

yYalerocs.
KiroueBble c¢j10Ba: COIMOJMHIBUCTHYECKAs OCBeIAOMIIEHHOCTb, MM B
W3y4YECHUU SI3BIKOB, T'YMaHUCTUYECKOE oOpa3zoBaHue, KYJIbTypHAs

JyBCTBUTEIHHOCTD, ayTCHTUYHOE OOIIICHNE.

Introduction: As artificial intelligence (AI) continues to transform
language education, the need for systems that extend beyond grammatical
accuracy and vocabulary acquisition becomes increasingly apparent. One critical,
yet often underexplored, dimension is sociolinguistic awareness the ability to
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understand and appropriately use language in varying social, cultural, and
contextual settings [2]. Traditional Al language learning systems tend to
emphasize standardized language norms, often neglecting the diverse social
realities in which language operates [7].

This lack of sociolinguistic competence may lead to decontextualized
learning and the reinforcement of linguistic inequalities, especially for learners
from multilingual or non-dominant language communities. Integrating
sociolinguistic awareness into Al systems enables more authentic and human-
centered interactions by allowing learners to engage with variations in dialect,
register, and pragmatics. Such an approach aligns with the principles of
humanistic education, which values learner identity, personal experience, and
cultural sensitivity as essential components of meaningful language learning [4,
6]. Moreover, sociolinguistic competence is increasingly recognized as essential
for communicative success in globalized societies [9]. Therefore, designing Al
language tutors that are attuned to sociolinguistic dimensions is not only a
technical challenge but also a pedagogical and ethical imperative one that
supports inclusivity, learner autonomy, and cross-cultural understanding.

Methodology: This study employs a mixed-methods research design that
combines computational linguistics with human-centered evaluation to explore
the development and impact of sociolinguistic awareness in Al language learning
systems. The technical component involves building a prototype Al tutor capable
of recognizing and generating language informed by sociolinguistic variables
such as dialect, register, and pragmatics. Training data are sourced from diverse,
annotated corpora including the International Corpus of English (ICE) and the
Spoken BNC2014, which provide rich examples of authentic language use across
different social contexts and varieties of English [1, 3]. Natural Language
Processing (NLP) models, specifically transformer-based architectures like
BERT and GPT, are fine-tuned using this data to enhance the system’s ability to
interpret and reproduce contextually appropriate language.

To ensure the humanistic integrity of the system, we adopt a learner-
centered evaluation framework. A group of 40 language learners from diverse
linguistic and cultural backgrounds engage with both sociolinguistically-aware
and traditional Al tutors over a four-week period. Learners’ experiences are
assessed through pre- and post-interaction interviews, affective feedback surveys,
and discourse analysis of learner-Al dialogues. These instruments are designed
to capture not only linguistic gains but also learners’ sense of inclusion, identity
affirmation, and communicative confidence [5]. The analysis follows a
constructivist paradigm, viewing learners as co-constructors of meaning rather
than passive recipients of input [8].

By combining technical development with qualitative inquiry, this
methodology reflects the humanistic aim of integrating empathy, cultural
sensitivity, and authenticity into educational Al. It acknowledges the social nature
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of language and the individuality of learners, aligning technological innovation
with pedagogical responsibility.

Conclusion: The integration of sociolinguistic awareness into Al language
learning systems offers a transformative approach to language education, moving
beyond mere grammar and vocabulary to embrace the complexities of real-world
communication. By incorporating dialectal variation, social registers, and cultural
pragmatics, Al systems can provide learners with more authentic, context-
sensitive language interactions [2, 7]. This study demonstrates that such systems
not only enhance linguistic competence but also foster a deeper sense of learner
identity and cultural awareness, aligning with the principles of humanistic
education that prioritize personal growth, emotional engagement, and inclusivity
[4, 6].

Furthermore, sociolinguistic awareness in Al language learning systems is
crucial for addressing the diverse needs of learners from varied linguistic and
cultural backgrounds, ensuring that Al tools are not only linguistically accurate
but also socially and culturally responsive. The findings highlight the potential
for Al to bridge gaps in communicative competence, contributing to more
equitable, empathetic, and effective language learning environments. Moving
forward, it will be essential to continue refining these systems, considering issues
such as cross-cultural variability, ethical concerns, and the long-term impact of
sociolinguistic sensitivity on learner autonomy and motivation.

References:

1. Greenbaum S. Comparing English Worldwide: The International Corpus
of English. Oxford University Press. 1996.

2. Hymes D. On communicative competence. In J. B. Pride & J. Holmes
(Eds.), Sociolinguistics pp. 269-293. 1972 Penguin.

3. Love R., Dembry C., Hardie A., Brezina V., & McEnery T. The Spoken
BNC 2014: Designing and building a spoken corpus of everyday
conversations. International Journal of Corpus Linguistics, 22 (3),
319-344. 2017

4. Noddings N. The Challenge to Care in Schools: An Alternative Approach
to Education. Teachers College Press.2005

5. Norton, B. Identity and Language Learning: Extending the Conversation
(2nd ed.). Multilingual Matters. 2013

6. Rogers C.R. Freedom to Learn: A View of What Education Might Become.
Charles Merrill. 1969.

7. Van Dijk T.A. Society and discourse: How social contexts influence text
and talk. Cambridge University Press. 2009

8. Vygotsky L.S. Mind in Society: The Development of Higher Psychological
Processes. Harvard University Press.1978.

9. Canale M., & Swain M. Theoretical bases of communicative approaches
to second language teaching and testing. Applied Linguistics, 1(1), 1-47.
1980.

181



